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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. JOLLY). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 10, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAVID W. 
JOLLY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 

f 

TSA REPORT CARD IS A GRADE 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, TSA 
is the government agency that is sup-
posed to keep us safe at airports, safe 
from would-be terrorists that would go 
through screening and get on Amer-
ica’s airplanes. It comes about as a re-
sult of the 9/11 attacks on our Nation. 

Anybody who flies has been through 
firsthand—no pun intended—the TSA 
experience at airports. I, like many 
Members of Congress, go through TSA 
screening two times a week, back and 

forth from my district in Texas. I know 
numerous TSA employees. Many of 
them are my friends. 

My comments today are not about 
the TSA employees, but recent news 
reports about what is taking place at 
TSA generally, and these news reports 
are disturbing, Mr. Speaker. 

Recent internal investigation has re-
vealed that 67 out of 70 times banned 
items got through TSA screening at 
airports through undercover investiga-
tions. That is a 96 percent failure rate 
or, looking at it the other way, that is 
a grade of 4. TSA gets a grade of 4, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Now, one example, there was an in-
stance where a TSA screener failed to 
find a fake bomb strapped to the back 
of an undercover agent going through 
screening. This was even after the fake 
bomb set off the magnetometer. They 
still didn’t find it. Now, isn’t that love-
ly? Good thing it was a fake bomb. For-
tunately, this was a test. This was part 
of the undercover investigation. It was 
not a terrorist seeking mischief at 
America’s airports. 

There is more alarming news. Not 
just the fact that the investigation 
shows a grade of 4 in folks that are 
going through the security system, it 
is also reported this week that TSA 
failed to identify 73 airport workers 
who were linked to terrorism. Now, 
what is this? These are not TSA em-
ployees. These are the folks that work 
behind the security area in the airport, 
and TSA was not able to identify 73 
airport workers linked to terrorism. 
Now, isn’t that lovely? These people, 
you see, are the people who go to the 
airport every day, maybe sometimes go 
through a special line to get behind the 
security area. 

TSA claims it didn’t have access to 
the terror watch list information, so it 
couldn’t identify these potential bad 
guys. I personally find that difficult to 
believe that the agency in charge of se-
curity at the airport is not able to get 

security background information about 
people that work behind security at 
the airport. In any event, that is not an 
acceptable excuse for this type of ac-
tion. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, a grade of 4 
would not be acceptable anywhere, 
anyplace in our society, at a business, 
at school, anywhere, the TSA grade of 
4. 

I will give you another example. 
Let’s say you want to have a home se-
curity system at your residence, and 
you go out and you solicit different 
folks that are in the home security 
business. You meet one sales rep, and 
you start asking the sales rep, ‘‘How 
good is the security system?’’ The se-
curity guy says, ‘‘Well, we have a grade 
of 4. We have a 4 success rate. 96 per-
cent failure rate.’’ You probably 
wouldn’t hire that guy to install the 
security system on your home. 

If you ask him a few more questions 
and he says, ‘‘We are not only in 
charge of the security for your home, 
but we secure the folks that work on 
your residence when you are gone to 
work, the plumber, the welder, or the 
guy who comes in your house, what-
ever,’’ then if you found out that those 
people who are allowed to go in your 
home and work through this security 
system have a reputation for being bur-
glars, you probably wouldn’t hire this 
security agency to do the security on 
your home. 

That is exactly what is happening at 
our airports. The success rate is only 4. 
We wouldn’t hire that agency to do our 
home, but yet here is the agency that 
we have to guard our airports. 

This is not an indictment about TSA 
employees, but I think it is an alarm-
ing concern about TSA’s general man-
agement. The problem is the TSA 
model of security. It can only get a 
grade of 4—which would not be accept-
able under any system. 

You know, there really can’t be mis-
takes and errors like this at our Na-
tion’s airports. One thing that we could 
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do, one consideration is we could go to 
private screening at our airports. The 
law allows for that. Airports ought to 
consider those private screeners and 
maybe think it through, whether or 
not that is a better alternative to the 
TSA system that gets a grade of 4. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

CHANGE THE CONVERSATION TO 
HELP AMERICA’S CHILDREN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIÉRREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Mr. Speaker, this 
past weekend and all day on cable news 
ever since, we watched a police officer 
in McKinney, Texas, wrestle with a 14- 
year-old teenager after what was re-
ported to be a pool party. He throws 
her to the ground, pulls his gun out and 
points it at some other kids, screams 
at her, and then sits on the teenager, 
who is in her bikini, for a period of 
time. This is the latest installment of 
the hit cable television news story of 
the last year or more called ‘‘Cops Be-
having Badly Caught on Tape.’’ 

This version was not the most dead-
ly, although there have been versions 
of this story that end in death. It has 
caused a lot of hot air on radio and TV. 
Some of it is constructive, and some of 
it is just offensive. 

But has it caused a more serious dis-
cussion of police and communities of 
color? Has it sparked a more serious 
discussion about how teenagers and po-
lice interact or should interact? I hope 
so, but I kind of doubt it. 

Recently, I met with a young man 
from Chicago who made a real impres-
sion on me. He is from the Phoenix 
Military Academy, a smart teenager. 
He is going to go places. He said: You 
know what, Congressman? I have 
taught myself strategies to deescalate 
the situation whenever I come in con-
tact with police. 

Did you hear that? A teenager feels 
he needs to teach himself ways to dees-
calate tensions with adult police offi-
cers. We are apparently leaving it up to 
our teenagers to figure out ways to 
deal with the police, which is precisely 
backwards from how things ought to 
be. 

What the videotape from Texas and 
the comment from my young friend at 
Phoenix Military Academy in Chicago 
have in common is that there does not 
seem to be any communication be-
tween adults on the police side and 
young people in our community, who 
the police are sworn to protect. Instead 
of a cooperative relationship between 
teenagers and adults who are there to 
protect them, there is an adversarial 
relationship. 

A couple of weeks ago, I looked 
around while I was at a Judiciary Com-
mittee hearing on policing strategies 
in the 21st century, and all I saw were 
people who were 50, 60, and 70 years old. 
There were no young people called to 
testify, to tell us what they face, how 
they feel, and what we, as adults, 
should do to help them. 

Very few of us are former or current 
law enforcement. And while all of us 
are former teenagers, still, for most of 
us, it has been quite awhile since we 
were a teenager, and our experiences 
may not be all that typical of what 
young people and the police face today. 

I hope adults like me in places of in-
fluence and authority can be helpful in 
creating the conditions where avenues 
of communication are created, but a 3- 
hour hearing with political undertones 
and more than a little grandstanding is 
not nearly enough. 

Almost every city in America is one 
bad incident, an overzealous police-
man, or a videotaped moment of stu-
pidity or hatred away from a riot. Mi-
chael Brown, Eric Garner, Walter 
Scott, and Freddie Gray are names we 
know, but knowing their names is just 
not enough. We need a sustained effort 
from Congress and from every institu-
tion in our society to address the 
chasm between young people, and espe-
cially young people in communities of 
color and the police hired to keep them 
safe. 

And let’s remember, while the coun-
try was transfixed with a video of the 
cop, the teenagers, and the pool party 
in Texas, two of my constituents were 
shot and killed this past weekend in 
Chicago. They were among 5 dead in 
Chicago and among 27 people shot from 
Friday to Monday. At least 5 people 
were killed and 25 others were shot in 
and around Chicago the weekend be-
fore; 12 dead and 56 were wounded over 
the long Memorial Day weekend. 

Knowing the names of Sandy Hook, 
Newtown, and Columbine are not 
enough when Baltimore, Chicago, and 
other cities are also losing young peo-
ple—mostly young people—at this rate. 

It goes beyond police practices and 
the easy availability of guns, but that 
is part of it. When legislators spend 
more time making guns easier to carry 
and stand-your-ground laws make mur-
der wraps easier to beat, our priorities 
are skewed. 

It goes beyond racial profiling, but 
that is part of it. When 84 percent of 
sobriety checkpoints in Chicago are set 
up in Black and Latino neighborhoods 
so that cops can stop anyone who 
drives by, that sends a message that is 
destructive. 

It goes beyond economic opportunity, 
but that is also part of it. Honestly, we 
do not spend much time in this Con-
gress thinking about how we help 10- 
and 12-year-olds know that a bright fu-
ture is possible for them. We do not do 
much for children to help them achieve 
their future, but instead we cut things 
like Head Start and spend more and 
more money on jails. 

Listen, in America, we must change 
the conversation so that we as a nation 
are working together to help make 
sure the next generation lives to adult-
hood first. We need to stop talking so 
much about what protects us from 
those kids and start talking more 
about what we as adults are going to do 
to protect those kids from the world we 
have created for them. 

HELPING FAMILIES IN MENTAL 
HEALTH CRISIS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, on some of the issues my 
friend from Chicago just stated, I 
couldn’t disagree more. Let me explain 
why, why we have problems with our 
prisons in America and homelessness. 

Nearly 10 million Americans have se-
vere mental illness like schizophrenia, 
bipolar disorder, and major depression. 
Yet millions are going without treat-
ment as families struggle to find care 
for loved ones. 

Over the last 30 years, we have shut 
down the old asylums and what we 
have seen is an increase in incarcer-
ation, suicide, homelessness, emer-
gency room visits, unemployment, sub-
stance abuse, and substance abuse 
deaths. We have failed on all these 
metrics. 

Anyone who thinks we are being suc-
cessful in helping those with severe 
mental illness is delusional. We have 
traded the old hospital bed for the pris-
on cell, the emergency room gurney, 
the homeless shelter, and the ceme-
tery. We have seen horrible and dis-
turbing increases of the mentally ill 
being victims of crime, like sexual as-
sault, robbery, and bullying. In fact, we 
lose 40,000 Americans to suicide each 
year, and there are another 1.3 million 
suicide attempts. 

These stories are haunting, and the 
numbers are staggering. Four million 
people with serious mental illness are 
not receiving treatment. There is a 
shortage of 1,000 psychiatric hospital 
beds nationwide, so there is often no-
where to go when there is a crisis. 

How cruel and tragic it was when 
Senator Creigh Deeds of Virginia took 
his son to a hospital to be told there 
were no psychiatric beds, and we know 
the tragic outcome of that story and 
the thousands of times it is repeated 
every year. 

We have one child psychiatrist for 
every 2,000 children with a mental 
health disorder. While we know that 50 
percent of severe mental illness 
emerges by age 14 and 75 percent by age 
24, we don’t have a sufficient number of 
professionals to treat it, so it gets 
worse. 

We have Federal rules to protect pri-
vacy, which has frustrated countless 
numbers of doctors and family mem-
bers, generating 70,000 official com-
plaints. It was meant to improve pa-
tient care, but it acts as an impossible 
barrier to breach because loving family 
members can’t connect with someone 
with serious mental illness. 

We have a mental health agency in 
this country that the Federal Govern-
ment has that doesn’t employ a single 
psychiatrist. This is what the Amer-
ican taxpayer buys for $130 billion a 
year. Is this success from the over 112 
Federal programs and agencies meant 
to deal with mental illness? 
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